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Benson’s Battle: In “Agriculture”, that building long occupied by Henry Wallace, they are saying: 


“Benson’s fight to go forward to a free economy will be won or lost in the next 100 days — right in 
these offices.” 


“They” are the new men around the new Secretary of Agriculture, Ezra Taft Benson. Their refer- 


ences to their own “revolution” possess much the same prophetic rhythm as the words of the New Dealers, 
back in 1933-4, during the “Roosevelt Revolution”. 


“They” are the top men — and that fact focuses light on what is perhaps Benson’s biggest scrap of 
all. The Democrats are trying valiantly to exploit the farm issue ——the issue of falling farm prices and 
of supports — and to win the elections of 1954 and 1956. And their front-line shock troopers are some 
of Benson’s own employees, holdovers from the Truman regime in the Department of Agriculture — 


about 160,000 in all, full and part-time. So, the principal front of Benson’s battle is the bureaucracy 
front. 


For instance: in the Production and Marketing Administration (107,000 employees) scattered all 
over the country, zealots for the ancien regime of Roosevelt and Truman are causing much of the uproar; 
writing and wiring members of Congress, sending bus-loads of rural people to Washington to pester the 


boys on Capitol Hill, playing hand-in-glove with the noisy Farmers Union, the left-wing of the farm 
groups. 


The Production and Marketing Administration (PMA), was originally designed (say historians of 
Agriculture) in the early Thirties, by the Harold Ware Communist cell (which included Alger Hiss) in 
Agriculture, the first cell formed in the Government. The PMA was regarded as a “political machine” for 
Henry Wallace and later “Baldy” Brannan. It is a very powerful organization. 


PMA is interwoven with a whole mass of interests in every county — those who get subsidies or 
Government money in one form or another. Hooked up with PMA are the “long” speculators, who 
thought Stevenson would be elected, and who bought up commodities last year, counting on heavy Federal 
supports to protect them. Stored away~in “tanks” is a huge amount-of grain, some:ofvit four-years old, 
some of it rotting, much of it no longer marketable for human consumption. An inventory problem (in- 
herited from years of Fair Deal waste) hangs heavy over the whole situation. 


“The big money” behind the Democratic vested interests, now hollering to be bailed out, is indeed 


formidable. 


So far, Benson has behind him the regular old-line farm organizations, most of the farm leaders 
in Congress and the President. The $64 question today is, “Who will win in the first 100 days?” 


Flashes from Capitol Hill: On the front of labor legislation — Congressmen warn that employers 


are foolishly neglecting to prepare their case for comittee hearings, while the labor unions compile ex- 


tensive, well-documented briefs for their side. Apparently employers are relaxing, on the assumption of 
“no danger now that Ike is in”’. 
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@ In the foreign policy committee rooms. Did Dulles bow to the British after his return from abroad? 






















































































Repu 
Has the blockade of China been definitely pigeon-holed? A key member tells us “no”: that the Dulles pa 
attitude is one of procrastination, not surrender to the British. “It’s a feint. Dulles can’t afford to tele- by Ser 
graph his punches.” ments 
® The report (by Senators Wayne Morse and Russell Long) on wastage of Government funds in “Ame 
overseas military bases is biased. The Air Force naturally wants them, wastage or not. But the Navy oto 
wants more ships. The admirals calculate that charges of waste will result in a reduction of funds for S 
these bases; and thus the Navy might get more funds for its heart’s desire — more and bigger aircraft (now 
carriers. (The two Senators are only incidental mouthpieces for the Navy.) A few days later, the Air anxioi 
Force swung back hard at the Navy — by a release of a secret British report adverse to the building of point 
more aircraft carriers for the U.S. Navy. comp: 
@ Patronage. The Ike appointment machine is still jerking and backfiring. Congressmen continue tions. 
to complain. Even no less a personage than Joe Martin, Speaker of the House of Representatives, growled ( 
the other day because the White House had appointed a man from his district to a Federal job — without meeti 
clearing it with Joe. cried. 
It wa 
Rosenbergs: The masters of the Kremlin — besides their grisly intent that the two atom spies should to th 
die as “martyrs” —- have worked another base trick, noted here by students of the black art of Communist 
propaganda. It concerns Judge Irving Kaufman who sentenced the two to death. why 
The Communists have put into word-of-mouth circulation the story that Judge Kaufman is now re- with 
sorting to excess severity in order to clear himself of the taint of a former lenient attitude towards sub- the n 
versives. The Commies say the “hanging judge” presided over the first trial of Hiss and showed himself Dull 
partial to that Soviet agent. Now — so runs the propaganda — the jurist is simply trying to reinstate and ° 
himself by sending the Rosenbergs to execution. mark 
The story, of course, is a lie, although many innocent people have swallowed it because they do not 
recall clearly the facts about the first trial of Alger Hiss. It was Judge Samuel Kaufman — not Judge tain 
Irving Kaufman — who presided over that trial. Samuel Kaufman drew a lot of criticism for some rulings these 
favorable to the defense of Hiss. The two men are not related. Judge Irving Kaufman has never shown oven 
any disposition other than to deal justly and firmly towards subversives. that 





Dying Controls: Two weeks ago Mr. Eisenhower dropped one of the stupidities of the last Administra- 































tion, wage and price controls. Last week the new regime showed additional evidence of economic good | N 
sense by abandoning in open market the silly fiction (attributed to Henry Morgenthau) that interest, y re 
which is the price paid for the use of capital, can be regulated by law. To be sure, Secretary of Treasury al 
Snyder, towards the end of his regime, had really paid the going rate, established by competition, when LL. 
he was in need of money; but the myth of regulation persisted, and the make-believe was maintained by 
a juggling of long-term and short-term paper, with varying interest rates. Mr. Eisenhower’s Secretary Rel 
of the Treasury dropped the farce completely last week by going into the money market and paying the lau 
prevailing price. the 
Nearly nine billion dollars’ worth of one-year certificates came due on the 15th of February, last Her 
Sunday. They bore an interest rate of 1% per cent. Over eight billion dollars’ worth of new one-year Edi 
certificates, bearing 214 per cent were offered in exchange, and because the rate was slightly above the be | 
market, the whole issue was taken up. And the market absorbed $620 million in six-year bonds carrying that 
a 21% per cent return. pro 
It is too early to say that controlled economy schemes are to be abandoned completely. But in its 
first experience with the public debt, as well as in its dropping of price and wage controls, the new regime Jen 






did replace the Roosevelt-Truman gobbledygook with sound economics. 


Repudiating Yalta: When Ike called for repudiating secret treaties, he truly “started something”. In 
the past 48 hours, the more thoughtful observers in this town have been talking about a startling proposal 
by Senator Ferguson. The Michigan Senator has called for a Senate inquiry into all secret foreign agree- 
ments negotiated by prior administrations — to pave the way for repudiating those that go against 


“American principles”. This is in line with a White House statement that Ike in his speech had in mind 
a review of “any and all secret agreements of the past 20 years”. 


Since Ferguson is now a member of the Foreign Relations Committee, it is reported that that body 
(now strongly influenced by Taft, also a new member) will authorize such an inquiry. Historical scholars, 
anxious for “revision” of the Roosevelt-Truman myths of foreign policy, like this development. They 
point out that the present revision of our foreign policy (vide the release of the 7th Fleet) should be ac- 


companied by an illuminating revision of the official version of the blunders of the last two administra- 
tions. 


One course of inquiry especially desired is an examination of the Teheran conference of 1943. This 
meeting, they believe, was fundamentally of far more importance than the Yalta meeting — so widely de- 
cried. The latter conference, held in February, 1945, implemented the basic policy laid down at Teheran. 
It was at the first conference, in the Iranian capital, that Stalin flattered Roosevelt and got him to agree 
to the basic policies of “selling out” Poland (and perhaps China too). 


Other lines of inquiry might well prove fruitful. One is the examination of records to find out just 
why the biggest failure of American foreign policy occurred -— the failure of Roosevelt to collaborate 
with the German underground in its plans to overthrow the Hitler regime in 1944. Mr. Allen Dulles — 
the new head of the Central Intelligence Agency — could supply much information for such a probe. 
Dulles (brother of the Secretary of State) served as a “hush-hush” agent in Switzerland during the war 
and vainly sought to get F.D.R. to help the German plotters against Hitler. He related the story in a re- 
markably frank and courageous book, Germany’s Underground, published in 1947 (Macmillan). 


The line of inquiry, it is suggested, might pursue this subject further. It would be important to ascer- 
tain the truth of some private rumors that have been circulating in the Capital for years. According to 
these reports, the entourage of F.D.R. not only prevented collaboration with anti-Hitlerite Germans, but 
even went so far as to disclose the names of anti-Hitler underground leaders to the Gestapo, with the result 
that the latter were captured and executed (action which was not displeasing to the Soviet Government). 





Names! Names! Names! You know at least two people — maybe twenty — who ought to be 


reading HUMAN EVENTS. Please send us their names and addresses, so that we can tell them 
about this publication. 


Relief Rolls: Editors of all four Washington daily newspapers on February 13 told the District of Co- 
lumbia Citizens Advisory Council that relief rolls should be open either directly to the public or through | 
the commissioners (who rule the Federal District). Frank C. Waldrop, executive editor of the Times- 
Herald declared that secret handling of public funds was contrary to good public policy. John O’Rourke, 
Editor of the News, said that the facts do not bear out the fear of welfare workers that needy persons wili 
be humiliated or exploited by publication. The Washington Council, after hearing the editors, proposed 
that the District Commission assume the responsibility for opening relief rolls and opposed a pending 
proposal which would. make it a crime to reveal the contents of relief rolls. 


The above story is but one straw in a wind blowing hard throughout the country ever since Senator 
Jenner won his battle in October, 1951, for state autonomy in the matter of disclosure of such rolls. He 
succeeded in tacking an amendment onto a tax bill; this rider struck out Federal provisions under which 





relief funds could be withheld from states requiring disclosure of relief rolls. Indiana, Jenner’s state, had 
acted to require public inspection and thereby brought down on its head the wrath of Oscar Ewing, Federal 
Security Administrator at that time. 


The state of Indiana stuck to its guns; and there have been many other evidences of similar inde- 
pendence in numerous states throughout the Union. Various newspapers deserve praise for investigating 
the operation of this system of open relief rolls, and the consensus has been that no abuses of the practice 
have appeared. On the other hand, the development is believed to have reduced sharply the number of 
cases of fraudulent relief. 


Books for the Blind: No one can say that the “liberals” are not thorough — especially after looking 
through the catalogs of Braille books provided by the Library of Congress (compiled by the Division for 
the Blind). We find such names as Lattimore, Adamic, Edgar Snow, Howard Fast, Raymond Swing, 
Thomas Mann, Henry A. Wallace, Harold J. Laski, Harlow Shapley, Elmer Davis, Steffanson, Vera 
Micheles Dean, William E. Shirer, etc., etc. But there are no entries for Henry Hazlitt, George Sokolsky, 
Charles C. Tansill, Freda Utley. One striking example — there are quite a number of books available for 
the blind on the subject of the Far East from the pen of Professor Owen Lattimore, but no copy of The 
China Story by Freda Utley. In the case of the Talking Books for the Blind (also handled by the Library 
of Congress), there is Richard Lauterback’s These Are The Russians, but not William L. White’s classic 
Report on the Russians. Lauterback could scarcely be classified as a severe critic of the Soviet Union — 


White was pilloried by “liberals” for his frankness in disclosing the tyranny of the Soviet Government. 
And so on. 


These books are made available without charge to adult blind residents of the United States and | 
may be borrowed through 26 distributing libraries serving as regional centers. They are authorized by | 
an act of Congress of 1931. 


It is little wonder, in view of the above situation, that there are plans being made on Capitol Hill | 
for an investigation of the Library of Congress. After the terms in office of Librarians Archibald McLeish ; 
and Luther Evans (both “liberals”), legislators deem it time to find out just what has been going on in the ; 
largest library of the country. 


Soviet Anti-Semitism: There has arisen a good deal of confusion as to whether the new Soviet Gov- | 
ernment’s “anti-semitism” is really such, or only “anti-Zionism”. Some pieces of Soviet propaganda seem 
to confirm the latter view. Yet many think that there is no doubt that the intent is “anti-Jewish”, which 


term conveys more precisely what is usually meant by “anti-semitism”. 


The weekly Truth (London) comments: “It is significant that the Times preferred the headline: ‘Jews 
Accused of Plot to Kill Soviet Leaders’. On the face of it, there might seem to be nothing of profound 
importance in the racial composition — Russian, Ukrainian, Georgian, Armenian or Jewish — of the 
accused doctors. The instinct of the Times, nevertheless, was sound. The naming of the doctors as Jews 
was the major news interest of the event. Thousands of Jews perished in the earlier purges, but as Trot- 
skyites, Bukharinists, Mensheviks — never as Jews. The Kremlin could scarcely have failed to be aware 


that, in the result, the particular stir caused in the rest of the world was because the Jewishness of the 
defendants had been stressed.” 


But Truth adds a note of warning: “Jews are right, beyond doubt, to protest, and to persuade others 
to protest, against trials of their kinsmen which are a degradation of the human spirit. The vileness, how- 
ever, does not consist in the fact that the accused in the dock are Jews — which is very much what the 


agitation would suggest — but in that they are sentient beings. That is a matter which we should all bear 
in mind.” 
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ATLANTIC DISUNION 
By Frepa UTLEY 





MERICANS APPEAR to Cling to their illusions more persistently than any other people. 
For years they pinned their hopes on “One World”, with the Communist lions and 
democratic lambs bedded down together in the United Nations, and only our former 
enemies left out in the cold. When it became impossible any longer to believe that the 
Soviet Union is either ‘‘peace-loving” or ‘democratic’, we established a more exclusive 
club called NATO. When it was no longer possible to pretend that Europe could be 
defended without the Germans, who are excluded from both clubs, we still refused to 
face up to the realities of the situation. Instead, we endeavored to bring the Germans in 
by the back door, as second class or associate members, without voting rights or the use 
of the club’s faciffties, but required to pay the same dues as regular members. This was 
to be done by the formation of “European Defense Community’ (EDC) — an army com- 


posed of French, Belgian, Dutch, Italian, Luxembourg and German contingents. 


Thus, it was thought, we should be able to utilize the courage and military genius 
of the Germans without reviving German “militarism”. The new German army was to 
have no German General Staff, and was to be so tightly controlled by EDC and NATO 
that it could never be utilized for such “nationalistic” aims as the reunification of Germany, 
or for the recovery of the German territories we handed over to Russia and Poland at 
Yalta. In a word, the Germans were to be rearmed for the defense of Europe but were 
themselves to abjure the most legitimate national aspirations. The stallion was to be 


castrated but was expected to defend the herd of European mares. 


Even the State Department understood that the Germans could not be expected to 
like the dangerous and unrewarding role assigned to them. But it was believed that their 
consent to it could be had by making an end to the Western Occupation of their country, 
contingent on their contribution of twelve divisions toa European Army. As one German 
paper expressed it, we offered “to loosen the chains of the prisoner on condition that he 
bear arms for his master’. 
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N THE “PEACE CONTRACT” signed in Bonn last May, a couple of days before the 
EDC Treaty was signed in Paris, we promised to curtail the exercise of the ‘‘Con- 
queror’s Rights” we have claimed ever since Germany’s unconditional surrender. The 
Federal Republic was not to acquire either sovereignty or freedom from interference in 


its internal affairs, but it was to obtain the status of at least a semi-colonial country. 


It was an ingenious idea. Nevertheless, Dr. Adenauer and his government were pre- 
pared to sign it, and to do anything required of them by America, which alone among 
the Occupying Powers has helped Germany recover from the devastation of the war, and 
which had forced the British and French to stop the dismantling of German industry. Dr. 
Adenauer is convinced that Germany’s (and Europe’s) only hope of survival depends on 
Franco-German collaboration, and a united Europe backed by America. And the great ma- 
jority of the German people, realizing full well what Communist conquest would mean, 
are prepared to forget their resentment at the injuries and insults heaped upon them by 
the Western powers. They are for the most part ready to make sacrifices in order to es- 


tablish a viable European Defense Community. 


France, however, was not satisfied. Unable and unwilling to defend Europe herself, 
she insists that no one else shall be permitted to do so. Like an aging and passé prima 
donna she insists on playing the leading role in the opera. So there is no performance. 
As Bertrand de Jouvenel said to me in Paris: “France wants a German army stronger 
than Russia’s and weaker than her own.” Since this is impossible, France continues to 
fight to the last gasp of the last deputy to prevent Germany from defending what is left of 


European civilization. 


All this is not to say that there is no hope of Franco-German reconciliation and col- 
laboration. Both German and French military men tell you that if it were up to them 
there would already be a real EDC. And the Frenchman in the street seems to harbor few 
if any strong anti-German feelings. But the politicians who rule France, or fail to rule 
her, cloak their venality and incompetence with appeals to fear and hatred. 


T WOULD SEEM THAT the British are also doing their best to destroy any hope of Euro- 

pean unity. Fearful of German industrial competition, and jealous of America, Britain 
is busy fanning the flames of Atlantic Disunion. Not only are the English up in arms 
against American proposals to win the war in Korea by a blockade of Communist China 
and the unleashing of Chiang Kai-shek’s forces; not only does England insist that her 
Hong Kong trade with the enemy, and that of Malaya and Ceylon, have priority over the 


lives of her own soldiers as well as ours in Korea; not only is British trade with Soviet Rus- 
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sia and its satellites via Hamburg and Kiel a scandal in Germany — the British also appear 


to be doing their utmost to undermine America’s European policy. 


The British arrest in January of Dr. Werner Naumann, and six other former Nazis, 
showed which way the wind is blowing. The British High Commissioner himself ad- 
mitted that he had no evidence that these men, still held in prison without trial, were 
plotting to seize power by force, or that they constituted any danger to “the security of 
Allied forces”. They are simply accused of having tried to acquire influence over the 
Free Democratic Party. If the consequences were not so serious it would be a joke. For 
the British, who accuse us of ‘“‘witch-hunting’’ when we imprison our Alger Hisses and 
indict our Owen Lattimores, consider themselves justified in imprisoning Germans (and 
denying them access to their lawyers) on the charge that they were endeavoring to in- 


fluence, by the use of democratic processes, a legitimately established political party. 


By this highhanded action the British achieved a variety of interconnected objectives. 
In the first place they served notice on the Germans that the “reserved rights” of the West- 
ern Powers, under both the Occupation Statute and the “Contractual Agreement”, mean 
that the population of the Federal Republic has no guarantee of civil liberty or other 
basic democratic rights. The Social Democrats, and others who oppose ratification of the 
Treaties, have all along objected to the clause which permits us to suspend the German 
Constitution whenever, in our opinion, there is “‘a threat to the basic democratic order’’, 
and the British action serves to strengthen this opposition. The arrest also helped the 
French opposition. Thus, with extraordinary skill the British have managed to increase 


the obstacles to the consummation of America’s European policy. 


I ARRIVED IN PARIS a few days after the British arrest of the “Naumann circle’. There 

I heard from an especially well-informed source a story which highlights Britain’s ac- 
tion in Germany. Churchill, I was told, had asked Eisenhower to abandon the whole idea 
of EDC and revert to a straight Anglo-American alliance. Eisenhower not only rejected 
the idea but also reminded Churchill that he used to talk a lot about European unity be- 
fore he again became Prime Minister. Thereupon Churchill went off to Jamaica in a huff 
and sent a telegram to Eden instructing him to let the British High Commissioner Ivone 


Kirkpatrick go ahead with his long cherished plan to arrest Naumann and his friends. 


A week later, in London, I heard reports which substantiated this explanation of the 
arrests. Churchill, it was said, had tried to persuade Eisenhower ‘‘to shift the emphasis 
from Europe to the British Commonwealth”, and had also strongly opposed the adoption 
of a more. vigorous anti-Communist policy by the United States both in Europe and the 


Far East. A Conservative M.P., who knows Churchill well, told me that the Prime Min- 
ister wanted at all costs to maintain his wartime ties with the Labor Party. Since even 
the Right wing of the Labor Party is now appeasement-minded, this means that Britain 
as a whole is opposed to the rearmament of Germany, and is for a soft policy toward the 
Chinese Communists. And it was a Labor M.P. who told me that Eden is a ‘woolly 
liberal” far less determined to stand up against Stalin than was the late Ernest Bevin. 
All these explanations for Britain’s curious, and seemingly anti-American, policies 
and sentiments may be farfetched. Perhaps the true explanation is far simpler. De- 
spite the proposed ‘‘trade not aid’ policy, England expects that we shall do our duty by 
her with respect to aid, even while she goes after more trade. She fears German com- 
petition most and would have even more reason to fear that of a united Europe in which 
Germany would, inevitably, become the industrial leader. Not only are the ‘Germans 
more energetic and resourceful than the British today; they also enjoy the advantage of 
a free competitive economy; and the little American aid they have received, in compari- 
son with that obtained by France and England, forced them to become self-supporting to 


a far greater degree. 


In arresting the “Naumann circle” were the British afraid of the circle’s Nazi in- 


clinations or of their business activities in the Middle East? According to a report in the 


popular German weekly Der Spiegel, one of the “culprits”, Zimmerman, was in Egypt 
last May as a representative of German iron and steel interests, invited to conclude a 
deal for the supply of agricultural machinery. Two of the other men arrested, Dr. Scheel 
and Herr Kaufmann, are said to be friends of the Grand Mufti and also had connections 
with Iran. And Naumann himself is the legal adviser of a German-Belgian export firm 
called Lucht and Company, which, at the time of his arrest, was negotiating a contract 
for the construction of a monorail railroad in the Congo, the plans for which were seized 
by the British. All in all, it is not fanciful to suggest that German trade relations with 
the Arab countries and Africa concern the British more than the ideology of the ‘‘Nau- 
mann circle’. 

Europe, from across the Atlantic Ocean, may look like an entity. In fact it is com- 
posed of elements so diverse and mutually opposed as to render abortive all plans based 
on the conception that it is, or can be induced to become, a unit, without our exertion of 


pressure upon the nations intent on fostering Atlantic Disunion. 





Freda Utley, author of The China Story, has just returned from Europe and is engaged in writing a new book 
on Germany. 
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